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THE CATHOLIC LAYMAIC. 



[NeflMWB IS, 1858. 



_ again with the • «ff«ir Mortars,' which ia a plain 
km of tie Cater h ie m , requiring no learning for iu to 
«— only a little grace to receive it a* it ought to be 
red. But, unfortunately, that little grace ia wanting 
to the furious infidels who create the disturbance, and 
darken a question clear at the ran at noon. The child 
Hortara hai acquired rights which no human power can 
take away, but by violence, and for the loss of which no 
government can ever make any compensation. The act 
Which made him a Christian is irrevocable, beyond the 
powers of any tribunal to annul, and by that act he became 
a* a drad child to his Hebrew father (so far as the author- 
to of the latter over bis religion was concerned), a$ com- 
pletely at ifht had died a natural death. Neither he nor 
Bis parents, it is true, consented to the deed ; but that ab- 
sence of consult cannot vitiate ir, because the act of bap- 
tism, once validly complete, remains for ever indelible, v. hat- 
•to may be bis education or the future habits of bis life." 

We ask attention to the admission Lere made, 
that this outrage on the common feelings and 
rights of humanity is a necessary consequence of 
the Roman doctrine about baptism. From which 
alone, those who understand the simplest rules of 
Christian action which the Gospel teaches, may 
assume that doctrine of baptism to be erroneous. 

We proceed now to examine the justification 
of this outrage :— 

" As to the act of baptism and the absence of parental 
consent, that is easily disposed of, like all other irrevocable 
acts to which human life is liable. So far as the Jews are 
concerned, it is an accident which they could not prevent ; 
they lost their child by baptism, as they might have 
hit it by fire or sudden death. Every family is exposed 
to some danger or other in rearing their infants ; nurses 
nay be careless, and thereby occasion matilation, loss of 
eyes, or broken limbs. The matter is irrevocable, and 
people must endure what they were unable to prevent" 

And again : — 

"It may be bard npon individuals that they should 
suffer, without remedy, the consequence of a single act to 
which they were not parties at all, still lesj consenting 
parties. But such is the condition of human life, we are 
all liaSle to losses from the acts of others, and cannot pro- 
tect ourselves." 

This argument might have been more briefly 
expressed thus : " Let the Jew dogs grin, and 
bear it," 

The Tablet admits that this defence applies 
to loss by fire as well as to " loss by baptism." 
Well, there have been losses by fire too. Parents 
have lost their children by fire, and children 
have lost their parents by fire, when Roman in- 
quisitors have burned those children or parents 
£1 the fire, for the good of their souls. And the 
defence of the Tablet for tyranny and cruelty is 
just as good for this case as for loss by baptism : 
a The matter is irrevocable, and people must en- 
dure what they were unable to prevent !" But 
is that any excuse for those who perpetrated the 
outrage, or who could have prevented or 
remedied it, and would not ? 

We have yet another article. The Tablet can 
be very virtuously indignant at any interference 
between parent and child when any excuse can 
be found for charging it on Protestants. The 
Pope can't bear to see parental feeling outraged 
by any one else — because that is the exclusive 
privilege of himself and his religion. 

The Tablet quotes an article from the Morning 
Star, headed "Protestant Missionaries in India." 

The facts were briefly these. A native Indian 
placed a son at a native school. The boy got 
among Christians, and wished to be a Christian. 
The missionaries received him into their house. 
The father came to take him away. The mis- 
sionaries left the boy to his own free choice, to 
go or stay. The boy refused to go with his 
father. The father brought the case by habeat 
eorput before Sir C. Rawlinson, Chief Justioeof 
Madras. The case turned on the age of the boy, 
tu British law will not allow a boy under 14 
years of age to absent himself from the house of 
bis father. The boy stated that be was 16 years 
of age ; the father stated that he was 13. /No 
dear evidence was given on either side. Sir C. 
Rawlinson ordered the boy to be restored to hit 
father. A year hence the boy will be allowed to 
awt for himself in choosing his own religion. 

On this the Tablet observes 

* As for the parent, in the language 



of our Paraee correspondent, ' He goes home with a broken 
heart.' And this is no isolated case, bat happens in hun- 
dreds of instances. All which we commend to the atten- 
tion of the press, which is so actively espousing the cause 
of the young Mortsra's father. — En. Tablet." 

We give it our attention, and we ask onr 
readers to " look upon this picture and on that," 

The Indian boy is 13 years old, at least, and 
has evidently a will of his own about choosing 
his own religion, and voluntarily leaves his 
father. Yet the British judge restores him to 
the custody and control of his father. 

The Italian boy is only seven years old, and, 
of course, is incapable of making any choice- of 
a religion for himself. This child is dragged 
out of his parents' arms, by the most tyrannical 
police in the world. The Roman judge (the 
Pope himself) refuses to give up the child to the 
outraged parents. And the Pope refuses on the 
ground that his religion teaches and requires 
him to support and maintain such an outrage as 
this. 

We trust our readers will weigh and compare 
the comparative merits of British and of Roman 
law. 

We ask our Protestant readers to consider that 
it is in the power of any Roman Catholic nurse 
employed by Protestant parents to baptize by 
stealth the infant entrusted to her care ; and if 
she does so even in the dead of night, without its 
"parents' knowledge or consent, still, if the Pope 
be right in the Mortara case, such child thereby 
becomes hit subject j and it will be his duty and 
privilege (if in his power) to drag it from its 
Protestant parents and bring it up a Roman 
Catholic. Nay, we see not why his claim should 
not extend to every Protestant child baptized 
with water in the name of the Holy Trinity, no 
matter by whom performed, as even lay baptism, 
though by heretical hands, is universally recog- 
nised as a valid baptism by the ecclesiastical 
laws of Rome as well as of England. 

We ask our. Roman Catholic readers to con- 
ceive their own feelings if an armed police 
should enter their house to tear out of their arms 
for ever a child of seven years old, to educate 
him as a Protestant. We ask them next to con- 
sider and apply that great law of Christ, " All 
things, therefore, whatsoever you would that 
men should do to you, do you also to them. For 
this is the law and the Prophets" (Mat. vii. 12, 
Douay Bible). 

Let them, then, try the act of the Pope by the 
law of Christ. And let them consider what St. 
Paul says of that law : — " The law is not made 
for the just man, but for the unjust and dis- 
obedient. . . . for men stealers !" (1 Tim., 
1, 9, 10, Douay Bible). The Pope i3 the man 
stealer just now ; and that law is for him, if he 
will submit himself to the law of Christ. 



" The Cardinal's fast," and the bill of fare on 
which he fasted, which we were the first to pub- 
lish, and which, with our translation, was inserted 
in full in the Timet of the 4th inst., has obtained 
a world-wide notoriety in the columns of that 
journal. 

We take the following from the Tablet of No- 
vember 6 : — 

" The Times of Thursday gave a short report of the 
Cardinal Archbishop's lecture in one column, and side by 
side with it a letter headed " a Cardinal 1 !) fait,- and con- 
taining the bill of fare of ibe Dandalk banquet, at which 
his Eminence was a guest. The day was Friday, Sept. 3, 
a day of abstinence, and the dinner was a fisli dinner. As 
to the dishes on the table, the Timet correspondent may be 
safely left to the committee and the cook, the only re- 
sponsible parties. A worthy corre-poastent writes to us 
by no means to pass this over, and to now especially that 
the 3rd September was not a fast day, but a simple day 
of abstinence from flesh meat, etc., Ac But when the 
Times stoops so low as to these miserable petiieuet, bit 1 
not better to leave it to the verdict of the public?" 

The Tablet appears to feel that the subject is 

a tender one. We have, however, elicited the 

important admission that Friday is not 9. fast day, 

' and that the observances of Roman Catholics on 



that day is" not fasting. When those obser- 
vances come under discussion hereafter, let bolls 
Protestants and Catholics remember that any 
argument drawn from Scripture or experience} 
or any other source, to prove the use ancV ad* 
vantage of failing, will be wholly beside the 
question. . The Friday observance must hence- 
forward be defended on some grounds wholly 
distinct from fatting. 

The Tablet concludes thus :— . 

" If the editor of tbe Tunes bad come to the Cardinal's 
lecture, and sought to lesser! the effect of bis discourse, bj 
shouting any of the slang inquiries of the London gamins, 
it would have had as much effect, and been as much be* 
neath notice. 1 ' 

The allusion appears to be to a well known 
popular inquiry, which is seldom replied to. 1st 
the case of "the fast," however, the inquiry whiefci 
we stirred up has elicited an important admission. 

THE SACRIFICE IN THE MASS AND TRAN- 
SUB8TANTIATION. 
(Continued from page 127.) 

We omit the question which is at issue between the 
Scotists and Thotnists, whether the sacramental species 
can produce a substance ; it must suffice to observe that St. 
Thomas Aquinas thinks tbey can; therefore, in his theory 
a less expenditure of miracle is necessary. Scotus, how- 
ever, maintains that 1 '-nothing can corrupt a substance; 
unless it has the power of producing a substance ; but mere 
species cannot produce :-ubstance in any given matter; 9 
from which he infers, as we have seen, that the) 
production of a new substance, which is necessary hi 
order to explain the phenomenon of corruption, must be 
the immediate work of God Himself. 

The arguments of Scotus, Thomas Aquinas, William 
Ockam, Alexander de Hales, 4c, are given and discusses 
at length in Gabriel Bid's celebrated exposition of the 
canon of the Mass (Lect- 45) ; who also at some length) 
argues tbe question whether the species of the wine can of 
themselves inebriate, and on this point he quotes the sen- 
timents of Alex Alensis and St Bonaventnre.i Tbe other 
party, however, of the schoolmen denied that this power 
of inebriating could belong to tbe mere species, aaas, 
therefore, maintained the doctrine that a miraculous 
restoration of their natural substances took place in this 
case also, as well as in the case of corruption. 

Then comes another great question, whether the saers> 
mental species communicate to the body of the recipient 
any nutriment. On this, in like manner, the schools an) , 
divided, the same party who attribute an inebriating quality 
to the species finding no difficulty, of course, in attributing 
to them a nutritive quality also. But here starts op a new . 
difficulty, and with it tbe necessity for a new miracle ; the 
species, if it be nutritive, must, in order to be so, be con- 
verted into the substance of the body of the recipient; tor 
this is what is meant by nutrition ; but species, being of 
its own essence distinct from substance, cannot be cot»« 
verted into substance ; therefore, we must suppose that at 
the instant when the process of digestion commences, the 
substance of Christ's body is withdrawn and the original 
substance of tbe bread and wine miraculously restored.. 

This theory is thus stated by BieL k 

11 Hence, it appears that the sacramental species are nuts** 
tire ; and tbat in giving mnnme ut to him who receives the 
Eucharist, tbey are converted into tb« substance of tbe body 
of bim who takes them, not the very species, because species 
cannot be convened into substance. But a nutriments! sub- 
stance pmduced anew on tbe instant of the departure of the 
Bod; of Christ, refreshes and nourishes altogether, as if bread 
had t»et n converted into nutriment." 

Again, the sacrament may chance to be eaten by s 
mouse, or it may accidentally fall into a fire, and be re- 
duced to ashes : in such cases new questions arise, which 
are solved iu a similar manner. On this subject, Bieldse* 
the authority of Pope Innocent,' to tbe effect "that tbe 
Body of ibe L<>rd in such cases instantly disappears, anal 
a new substance, as a support to the accidents, is miraeu- 
lou.ly created and substituted ; or that the natural subt. 
stances of the elements, which bad been annihilated, are 

■ " Nihil potest corrnmpere tutuuntUm nisi habeat vlrtutem pro- 
dueendi sutxianliam; atxl » ecies non posiarrt produce™ sutMUnuass 
iu quacunque materia.'* 

i " Vmua uatur.lt, re-llcu In apeclabus natoral'ter potest 1. 



tensus : uo.de beue cooctdo quod virttw vlnl mirabillLer relicta In specie 
potast naiuraliter axere In suscum, et In tanta quaoliuta posses 
saint quod inebriatev naloraliler." 

s " Kx lllo patet q>iod species eaeramentales nutrtrutr, et quo* St 
nutritions sumentts eucnarUtWm couverruiitur In sabettntiam corporis 
aunientU; non emm species 111k: quia species Iu subatantiam convert! 
non possum. Sad watnmenwlis suo.uoua de novo pt educka In tssv 
aunti drsitionts corporis Conn retlcit et nutrit per omnia, ac at pass* 
conversu* louatet in nnuitsenium." 

■ "Si vero querm'ur quod a nvire cornedstur f vel quod Indneretur 
enm sacrauieotum- cremator ? Keaponderur, qa>.d aieut miraculese 
BubaUtnua pools couvcrtllur in corpus DotninleuiB, et Inopit eoao sob 
.ai ramento, ale ipsa qtiodamodu oair&cu ose revertitux cum Ipsaes 
corpus Dunitnlcnui ioi det>hiit esse. Mcut euim in alUsopertbns salxm- 
uilibus expleto officio propter quod condlta er«nr, ilia qua; mirablUter 
oral eondtta redacts sunt iu primus* statum, atcotdieiturde column* 
In qua apparuit Spimua Sanerus, vml, quod peraeto officio suo in prit- 
jaeentem reddt materiam undo >umumptm est; similiter et de Stella saav 
jrorum ductrice q>ne peraeto oftjcio uwx case deainlr, rerer casta plat? 

jaeentetn mtturam unda suropca fuarat sic dleunt Ml 

lit piopoakio. quod qnindo sped s deainunt esse aaersmentom, ssaw 
atantiu! n<tturai«a apeaerum to auom reveftnntur statum, sleut 
ruerunt mir.culoae umnamuuuo." 



